Alphabetization in Harpocration’s
| Lexicon
John J. Keaney

N HIs VALUABLE Contributions,! Professor Daly has shown that the

principle of first-letter alphabetization in arranging lists only

became systematically used in Alexandrian times, and it is only in
the second century that there is a tendency toward the use of absolute
alphabetization: the two extant works which show the latter are Ga-
len’s Interpretation of Hippocratic Glosses and Harpocration’s Lexicon of
the Ten Orators. Daly thought that the alphabetized order of the first
was imposed by the author,? and that the order of the second is due to
a later, Byzantine revision. Since Kiihn’s text is of little value in this
area, the truth about Galen will have to await the new edition in the
Corpus Medicorum Graecorum. It is, however, interesting to note that
the two scholars who worked most closely with this text earlier were
of contrary opinion abour the degree of its alphabetization: Ilberg?
suspected that the true order was represented by the first-letter
alphabetization of Marcianus Gr. 269, while Helmreich? used the
principle of more rigid alphabetization to make a series of correct
(and verifiably so) emendations. Doubtless Helmreich’s assumption
will turn out to be closer to the truth.

For Harpocration the situation is somewhat more complicated than
is reflected in Daly’s discussion. It is clear that the author of the
Lexicon adopted (though not slavishly) absolute alphabetization as his
major principle of organization: it is also clear that there are series of
lemmata in which this principle was not fully carried out and clear as
well that the alphabetic order was disturbed in the course of the

11.. W. Daly, Contributions to a History of Alphabetization in Antiquity and the Middle Ages
(Collection Latomus 90, Brussels 1967) esp. 32-35.

2 Galen’s use of this principle was in response to a request: écra 8¢, ¢ avToc éxédevcac, 7
Tdfic 74 Adyw kara Ty v ypappdrav Tdfw (19.63 Kuhn). A similar notion (¢ rwvec é8édover)
is found in the introduction to the pseudo-Galenic (alphabetized) Iepi avriBaldopévewr
(19.723 Kuhn)

3 ]. llberg, De Galeni vocum Hippocraticarum glossario (Leipzig 1888) 340.

4 G. Helmreich, “‘Handschriftliche Verbesserungen zu dem Hippokratesglossar des
Galen,” SB Berlin 1916, 197-214.
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416 ALPHABETIZATION IN HARPOCRATION’S LEXICON

transmission of the text. Since Harpocration was among the first to
attempt complete alphabetization, a relatively full discussion of
the problems he faced and the results he achieved may be of
interest.®

I

Our knowledge of the text of the Lexicon, which can now be firmly
dated to the second century of the Christian era® is based on an
epitome (= Ep) made sometime before a.p. 850 (although the mss are
much later) and on a fuller recension (= IT), none of the Mss of which
is earlier than A.p. 1300. There is also one small papyrus fragment
(P.Ryl. 532="Pack? 458), which is of major importance for the light
it throws on the alphabetization of the text.

In format, the Lexicon is a list of words or phrases (lemmata) found
in the Attic orators: each gloss begins with the lemma; an explana-
tion of varying length follows, together with a reference to the
orator(s) in which the lemma is found. Clearly an alphabetic arrange-
ment is the most convenient one for this format, and, except for two
glosses in which the principle is discarded, no other arrangement is
used. That is, the lemmata are not restricted to any one speech or to
any one orator. Nor do they fall into one category: included are legal
terms, cult language, personal names, place-names, etc.

The Lexicon contains 1247 glosses, of which slightly less than ten per
cent break the alphabetic order.? This percentage, itself perhaps com-

§ Daly’s suspicions of a later rearrangement were based upon a general assumption that
rigid alphabetization is a sign of late revision and on particular observations (p.32): “The
suspicion of re-arrangement is strengthened to some extent by the fact that the upsilon of
Tavpéac is alphabetized as beta, the iota of Arij as eta, and nasalized gamma as nu. Another
feature of the arrangement of this work is that a simple word like fecudc precedes its
compounds such as fecuoférar.”

The general assumption (cf. e.g. J. Tolkiehn, RE 12 [1925] 2434) was formulated and
fostered before the discovery of papyrus lexica. While it is true that only one of these of any
length (P.Oxy. 1802, saec. II/III p., 20 items) shows absolute alphabetization, this suffices to
show that the assumption cannot be automatically applied. There is in fact no sign of this
kind of revision in Harpocration, nor is it easy to see at what period it could have taken
place. The single papyrus shows the same order as the mss, the Lexicon was alphabetized
before the epitome was made, and nothing at all is known of the work between the date of
the papyrus and the ninth century.

1 discuss Daly’s particular observations in the text (with note 12) and only note here that
Axnri is the correct form.

¢ Cf. E. G. Turner, JEA 38 (1952) 91f.

7 The figure 1247 does not include what may be a fragment of a gloss preserved in the
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paratively low, is relevant only to the present state of the text:
originally it will have been considerably lower. I list the letter-series
by ascending number of glosses. The list is followed by three sections
which discuss minor dislocations (II), deliberate dislocations and
special criteria of alphabetization (IIT), and major dislocations (IV).

LETTER-SERIES NUMBER OF GLOSSES GLOSSES DISLOCATED

3

4

6

9
15
15
20
21
23
27
27
33
34
34
36
46
51
62
87
104
131
178
281
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1247 122

margin of one ms of IT. It is also entirely possible that entire glosses have been lost in the
transmission: there are only three glosses in the ¥-series, and the £-series is not repre-
sented. The figure 122 is intended as a maximum. The alphabetic order is affected by some
emendations by Dindorf(the latest editor) and others, as well as by corrections which should
be made in Dindorf’s text. I have omitted from the statistics three glosses which are later
interpolations (cf. J. J. Keaney, “Moschopoulos and Harpocration,” TAPA 100 [1969]
201-07). Because of the special problems involved in the sequences discussed in section
IV, the marking of dislocations there is only exempli gratia.



418 ALPHABETIZATION IN HARPOCRATION'’S LEXICON
II

The wMss of the Lexicon are neither very old nor very good, and it is
not surprising to find that defective transmission of the text has
affected the alphabetic order of the glosses as well as other elements of
the text.? The clearest evidence is in a sequence like:

1 ’Apyéc 9 ’Apdyrrdc

2 “Apyovpa 10 ’Aperij

3 ’Apyvpobijxy 11 *Apbuioc

4 ’Apyvporomeiov 12 ’Apicredc

5% *Apywobcar om. Ep 13* *ApicrvMe  om. Ep
6 ’Apyvpémovc 14 ’Apicricwv

7* ’Apyaioc om. Ep 15 ’Apkredcon

8* *Apiofaploavnc  om. Ep

At some early stage in the transmission the dislocated glosses were
omitted in the copying, but their omission was not noted until the
full page was written. They were then written in the margin, ignored
by the epitomator, and reinserted, in the wrong order, into the text of
the fuller recension.® Of nineteen dislocated glosses in the 4-series, no
less than ten are omitted by Ep. Curiously enough, dislocations which
reveal precisely this process are very infrequent elsewhere.

The evidence of the 4-series shows that glosses were omitted in the
course of copying—omissions perhaps facilitated by the very fact of
alphabetization—and reinserted into the text. This evidence is bol-
stered by instances in which only one of the two recensions has
preserved the alphabetic order, e.g. in the sequences:

1 Zipddoc 1 ThAedownc
2 Zlpwv 2 Tivoc

In both, Ep has the correct order, IT reverses it.1° If there is not a rep-
etition of the process just described, it means that the scribe of the
archetype of IT noticed that he had omitted a gloss and immediately
repaired the omission. Now, if certain sequences are excluded for

8 In the following lists dislocated glosses are marked with an asterisk.

9 Some of these glosses, e.g. *Apywoicar, *ApioBapldimc and *AplervAra, each of which lacks
the usual reference to an orator, will have been reinserted in an abbreviated form.

10 Similarly, in the sequence 1 Ipvraveia, 2 ITpvraveiac, IT has the correct, Ep the reverse
order.
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special reasons,!! of sixty-three dislocated glosses in all series, forty-
one are out of order by one place, nine others out by two, six out by
three, and seven out by more than three. In such cases, it is easy to
suppose scribal error: that is, in a sequence like

1 T pagb'r;
2* Ipvmdviov
3  TI'pvAdoc

it is possible to argue that Harpocration’s original order was 1, 3, 2.

Indeed in these and other instances in which glosses are out of order
by more than one or two places, a variety of the marginalia theory
seems possible. In a sequence like

1 Bedcavoc

2* BactAwcr) Suadpopry
3 Boaci)etoc cToc

4 Bockoived

5% Bacavicoc

it could be argued that 5, once omitted, was put in the bottom margin
and thereafter acquired a new position in the text.!?

One is tempted to speak of the probability of scribal error for these
minor dislocations, since Harpocration’s attempt at complete alpha-
betization was largely successful. On the other hand, it is just these
minor slips which might have been committed by the author him-
self, and the evidence of P.Ryl. 532 lends some support to this assump-
tion. It contains portions of two columns, each of which preserves
parts of two glosses:

1 Koratopy 1 KeBpive
2* Karamdijé 2 Keyypewv

The dislocation in the first set is found also in the mediaeval mss, in
which 2 is out of order by three places:

1 Kardcracic

2 Kare )y ayopav apevdety
3 Kararopt

4* Karamhié

11 [ exclude the sequences discussed in section IV, in the first three paragraphs of section
III (with n.15) as well as the entire A-series. Of the nine dislocations in that series not covered
by the hypothesis of section II, seven have other textual origins, one is out of order by one
place and the last is out by three places.

12 | suspect that Tavpéac, out of order by three places, was similarly omitted and restored
in the top margin and in an abbreviated form (it lacks the orator reference). It now stands
as the first gloss in the T-series.



420 ALPHABETIZATION IN HARPOCRATION’S LEXICON

Since the papyrus is contemporaneous, or nearly so, with the date of
the Lexicon and there was thus not much time for error to have crept
in,*3 it is safest to assume that Harpocration occasionally erred.!* In
sum, unless the evidence of one or both recensions clearly indicates
scribal error, there is no certain way of telling whether minor disloca-
tions are due to Harpocration or to the transmission of his text.

I11

In at least two instances it is clear that Harpocration himself broke
the order for reasons of convenience. The first is

1 Becpoc
2* Oecpobérau
Here, material from 1 is repeated in 2 and 2 contains a reference to 1
(wc mpoeimopev). The second instance is
1 ’Opyedvac
2* *Opyéwv
Since he had defined the term in 1, the order is necessary, for his only
comment in 2 is that Lysias used dpyéwv instead of dpyedivwr. Spyéw,
elsewhere unattested, is probably a lectio falsa which he read in his
text of Lysias (cf. LSJ s.v.).15
I have included as dislocation two glosses which probably should not
be included. In the sequence
1 "Hcpev 3 ‘Heaicrio
2* *Hirquémpy 4* *Hudv
2 and 4 break the order only if the iota was felt to count for alpha-
betization: since iota-adscript was not pronounced at this time, it

probably did not.

In the sequence

1 Zyppopia 4 Zuwmijyopoc
2* Yvyypadeic 5* ZVyrdnroc éxxArcio
3 Zvvdioe 6 Xvvrabic

13 The papyrus preserves a better text than that of the mss: ¢f. M. Naoumides, “The Papy-
rus of the Lexicon of Harpocration,” TAPA 92 (1961) 384-88.

1 It is conceivable that some dislocated glosses represent marginal additions by Harpo-
cration to his autograph, but nothing is known about the composition of the work.

18 Similarly, the vox nihili *Anpdrwv, which Harpocration attempts to emend s.v., was
presumably in the text of Dinarchus he was using.
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items 2 and 5 would not break the order if the first element of each
were written cuv- and normalized later in the tradition: if so, these
will have been the forms which Harpocration found in the texts of
the orators he was using.16
There are two instances of dislocation in which the first word of a
glossed phrase is repeated:
1 ’EmpeAnrnc TéGv pucrnpiwy 1 Nepeac yapadpo

2* *Emuednric éumoplov 2* Nepedac

It is possible that Harpocration did not feel it strictly necessary to
carry alphabetization beyond the first word. Elsewhere, however,
alphabetization is carried to two and, in one instance, to three words.!"

IV

Within the letter-series 4 and IT there are sequences of glosses with
major dislocations, most of which cannot be explained by any of the
possibilities suggested in the two preceding sections. These are so
puzzling that it is perhaps worthwhile to list them in toto.

A 1 dudypeppe 11 Adwoyeporovie
2 Adwypodri 12* Aiopeperpypérn fuépa
3 Adwxypapachar 13* Adudperpov
4  Awddcec 14 AiackevdcocBor
5 Jdwakexpnuévov 15* Awaceicrovc
6 dudcracc 16 Adwridicic

7* duayparpavroc
8* Audfecic
9% Awadnéic

10* Ao pécov reiyouc

B 1 IHedwalperoc
2 IoAivekiov
3* IToAipBodov
4 TladAnveic
5% IMadapvaioc
6 IlapBwradnc
7  Iowdaiclo

17* dwepoprvple
18* Adwwrnrai
19* Awacriicon

8 Ilavénpoc *Appodirn
9 Iavéio

10 ITowdocio

11* Tlavdiovic

12* Mavabivora

13* Ildvaxroc

14 IIawvdpococ

18 In the sequence 1 Zredavav k7A., 2* Zrepietc, 3 Lrparela x7)., 2 breaks the order. All
mss, however, have the form crip-, and this is probably what Harpocration wrote.

17 This is in the sequence 1 *Or vdpoc ecriy krd., 2 “Ori Eévove Twdc krd., 3 "O7i ol dAdvTec
ktd., 4 “Or of movyral k7)., 5% "Or 1& émunpurrépeva krd., 6 “Or mpoc Ty k7A., 7* “On

maidi wai k7., 8 07 yiMac é{nuiodvro k7A., 9 Odk émi Tiic kA,
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15  Iopaypodn 23 Ilapedpoc
16* Ilapayyelia 24 Ilapeior odeic
17 IapaxAncic 25  Iepprciac
18 Ildpaloc 26* Iloparpoverar
19* ITapdBucrov 27* Iapackiyia
20 Iepamemtwrdc 28* Iapdacnuoc prirwp
21* IlopoaxaraBolij 29% Tlopdcracic
22* IlopaBddoiro 30* Ilapadpvxrwpetv
C 1 Iledioxe D 1 Ilodocrpafy
2* Iledapiroc 2* TloBoxcakky
3 Ileléraipor 3* IloAurelo
4 Iléxavoc 4 IToXépapyoc
5 Ilevraxociopédipvov 5 IToAloyoc krA.
6 Ilemapnbfoc 6 Iloumeioc ktA.
7* Ieicwv 7 Ildproc
8* Ilevécron 8* IlopOuoc
9* Ilevryrdvrapyoc 9% IoAvyvwroc

10* IToAvcrparoc
11  ITocetbedrv

I have been able to discover no satisfactory explanation for these
dislocations. They cannot be due to misplacing of folia in a codex?8
nor, it seems, are they to be explained by anything in the physical
make-up of the roll. No series has lemmata drawn exclusively from
one speech or orator: in no series do lemmata of one category (e.g.
financial or legal terms) so predominate as to provide an explanation.

While it is clear that some of the causes of dislocation discussed in
previous sections may apply here (e.g. B 9 is found in five different
positions in the mss), the application would serve only for individual
items, and a more general explanation seems called for. It is notable
that in all the sequences there are items which are dislocated when
viewed as part of the whole series but are alphabetized within sub-
groups (e.g. A 1-6, 7-11, 12-14; B 11-15; C 2-6, 7-9; D4-7,8-11). We
have, of course, absolutely no information on Harpocration’s method
of working, but he must have used some system analogous to our
system of file cards.?® It is possible that these series represent an early

18 In all the mss of the full recension except one, a long sequence of glosses (' Ex¢vAlodo-
piicas-’ Epmoddw) is displaced, but it is easy to see that this happened because of the displace-
ment of a folium.

19 Daly 85-90 argues that file cards were not used in alphabetized,lists.
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stage of parts of the Lexicon which never were finally organized. It is
odd, however, that similar dislocations are not found in the rest of the
4 and IT series nor in other series which are longer than these.

To conclude. Harpocration (s.v. ’EfovAnc) refers to Caecilius of
Calacte, a contemporary of Augustus: the reference is doubtless to
Caecilius’ rhetorical *Exdoys Mfewv kare crouyeiov. The work seems
to have been a general lexicon, but there is no way of ascertaining how
completely it was alphabetized. B. Hemmerdinger?® has pointed out
that Harpocration seems to have been a relative or a freedman of a
certain Valerius Pollio and/or his son Valerius Diodorus. We are
informed by the Suda (A 2166 Adler) that Diodorus wrote an >Eésjyncc
T&v {nrovpévar mape Toic i priropcy and Pollio a Zwaywyy) *Arrucdv
Aééewv kara croryeiov. How influential these may have been on Harpo-
cration’s refinement of the principle of alphabetization we cannot
know, but on the basis of the evidence set out above it is fair to say
that he was one of the first to have attempted absolute alphabetiza-

tion.

PRINCETON UNIVERSITY
June, 1973

20 REG 72 (1959) 108.



